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irospoctive 'ffltneases- tUa Ibll Viiiitses 


I racoiitaencl both ./illiaoa be called, eapaciolly tho 'A-ifo. 
told i^ic that- act until roadlng r.iy first t*o boo’is did he understand why 
hie wife was not called by a v.itnes3» in. <irni’2'."V:l.l{ II I brought to light 
that there were two heed shots. Shs was very cloao to tho car ot this 
p-'int, obreast it on the :?outh side of illm (the testimcriy shows thst in calling 
the kia Llebelsr called 'the wrcng one"). No* ehe sea the head go very hard 
bncksnrdi i^o, she wes not called as w titnoss, New if yea resd the Willis 
pneaegos of niOTOOfiAPulG hiilTNiV/Ah-., you^wlli also see th"t the ’ecret Gervica 
kept' his pictures a very long time, dida t i'aturn thGEi until he- complsi aa',, 
that the I'l-l ke'pt a ve.ry cjlvose 'watch on him and his pictures, did not rs-port thesi 
to tha Convniaaion until he copyrighted them and they were about to become 
public, ills fifth shot proves the President hsd been shot before frame 202, 
os 1 explain in WW II. Jfcra, it shows s man on the gressy knoll, behind the 
fence. Even LIFE had Itek confirm this is a man after I publlshod it (I hove 
the Hildas), only they clai'/n. ha waa not an esBaesln. However, there Is now 
no doubt there was a men there, near the corner of tha fence, facing the cor. 

Willis took this shot In reaction to the noise of the fifla, not 
before It. also can be used th show tha character of the invos ligation, 
hot only in tbs above but in that ha w-as nev??r poaitiousd ua a witnaaa .=:nd 
as 3 photographer when ho was on the stand but 'ana, in correopoudence tho gov- 
ernment has rafussd to give mo, one way of taking ’'tastimony'' end 33t.f3bliehing 
"aviusnes". also Ihian worked at Downtown fincola Msreury. iie can be used to 
gat (^oed testimony, thre-UEh hia pictures, of what v.'Ss in th© 0 sstar.n.most sixth- 
floor window immediatsly aftsr the shooting (it is his 12th, »e I recall, and 
ahovis other than the Uoisalssion repreBsnto). 


.But :hr 3 , hi Ills should be an excellent sur prise witnoss to show that 

that ahotc came from the front, that the gevarnraent .knew she \.ould so testify 

and therefore didn’t call her, naking o "j^istske’’ instead end cs-lUng the kid. 

More, th©80 reports vvere clessified, for no roason at cll, \mtil r asked thohr 

daclaasifi cation the Hprins .'iuirrier of 19 d 6» It 'mrs not until ifune of 1964 

that the "'iiiisea were intarviewad by tha i'Bl, Tha raport© (PW, appendix) and 

Willis’ atstement to me (sea his let'tar in the spp of PW) leavs no doubt 

about this. Both also can be used to show that 'the .sove;t'niaen.t knew immediately, 

by the time Air Force 1 "wes lasving for Washington, that 'the Proaldent vifas 

shot from the front. Although llabaler was careful to keep it from his testimony, 

t'r^t he was not reluctent to tell ms that sll tho film was exatninad at tl© 

procassing pjlant. N«^n© can pey any ettsration to Zapruder’s film .without seeing 

this im '.ediately • Hs also was enylng it, os was Mrs. -'illis. <» cost package. I 

think that even* if this is not essential to your trial , it is very important 

to get this 83 8 EistSer of .'fficial court record. viiiHirs la friendly^ to ms 

because 1 tried to help hlhi. 1 arranged for nli'n to take him to ^*ow fork end 

see his unpubliehod pictures arid 1 tried to tell him, whsa thsy s'fcill hsd 
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problem doing this, for the eo:isting testimony is explicit enough it esn be 
adduced more’ clearly th»h through l,icb.:l(r’ s obfuscations »n-i the Commission’s 
misrepresentations. 



